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The reactionary influence of caoitalism on the workers determine the forms 
of conservative -union organization and the anti-working class policies they follow. 

These will probably exist in varying degree until and after proletarian revolution. 
Unfortunately for the L.S.L. resolution, the workers of the world do not march at 
tne same pace to the overthrow of capitalism. Consequently, on the eve of revolution 
and after,the unions may very well be impure and even counter-revolutionary* This 
is so because of the specific conditions of uneven development of the class strug¬ 
gle in one or more countries. That is why it is so important to emphasize the 
need for the principles, program, and organization of a world party of Marxism. 

Only a workers* vanguard party can give direction to the class struggle, and lift 
it from the limits of narrow trade and craft union consciousness. This applies 
as well to the so-called industrial unions of the C.I.O., the Stalinist unions 
and a small group of unions that claim to be anti-capitalist. All these unions 
have amalgamated the crafts in their industries, but have not succeeded in-wiping 
out narrow croft consciousness and wage inequalities. 

The revolutionary situations that arose within our life time amply prove 
the correctness of emphasizing in a shapp manner the need for a revolutionary 
vanguard party and demonstrates that in most of these situations, the unions were 
ordinary capitalist unions or at best were anarcho-syndicalist. 

The Russian October Revolution of 1917 found the unions conservative or 
middle of the road. Yet the revolutionary enthusiasm of the workers reached $uch 
a pitch that they forced these unions to support workers' councils and soviets. 

Left to themselves, there would not have been any workers' revolution. A revolu¬ 
tionary party, the Bolsheviks, succeeded in penetrating the mass organizations 
of the workers and got majority support from the soviets in the key centers of 
the Russian workers, Moscow and Petrograd. 

The German Revolution of 1918 found the ordinary, run-of-the-mill, every¬ 
day capitalist unions supporting the soldiers, sailors and workers' councils. 

There was no revolutionary party leading them. The revolution was ddfeated and 
the soldiers, sailers, and workers' councils became from the bottom up, the foun¬ 
dation for the reconstruction of German capitalism. They elected the Social- 
Democrat, Ebprt to the office of p7to do the Job. This created the 
conditions fbr the revival of the army officers' corps of German capitalism, and 
which later on carried out the assisination of Karl Liebnecht and Rosa Luxembourg, 
under the police regime of the social-democrats, Noske and Scheideman. 

On the other hand, the existence of a revolutionary party does not guarantee 
, either, the victory of a Socialist revolution. The German workers' party, The 
Spartacua Bund?"the party founded by Karl Liebknecht and Rosa Luxembourg was a 
rather large revolutionary party, compared to the small revolutionary groupis of 
the present period. Its principles, program and practice were revolutionary. 

Its mistako, a mistake in judging the immediate situation led to the defeat of 
the German revolution of 1921. The workers wore not in a revolutionary mood, as 
the party thought. Consequently the Social-Democratic government was ablo to 
win in pitched battles against the contingents of the revolutionary party. Had 
there boen no revolutionary party, there would have been no struggle of a revolu¬ 
tionary character at all, The unions were reformist, th*t is, social-democratic. 

They supported the government. 

The Hungarian revolution of 1919 was defeated because there was no revolu4 
tionary party. The Hungarian Soviet regime was a coalition of petty-bourgeois 
democracy composed of social-democrats and liberal democrats in coalition with 
the Communist Party, This undermined the proletarian character of the revolution 
and enabled the counter-revolutionary Roumanian army to invade the country and 
smash the revolution. 

The Gorman revolution of 1923 was defeated because there was no revolutionary 
U0£/? TAIWAN 50C/AUST LE^Qoe. 
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vnngunrd party. The right wing leadership of Brandi er and Thnlhoinor lead tho 
Communist party end the workers to defeat in face of tho blordy opposition of the 
social democratic government, party and unions. Tho only effectivo part of tho 
uprising was in Hamburg. The party in Hamburg was under Left-Communist leader¬ 
ship* If tho whole German partyy had foliowed the line of tho Loft-Communist 
leadership of Urbrhns, the whole history of Germany and the world working class 
would have been a history of the victrry of socialism, instead of tho victory 
of capitalism. 

Tho uprising of the Austrian workers agginst tho Dollfus3 fascist dictator* 
ship in 193^ was a revolutionary situation in which the unions reached a high jt 
point of Socialist consciousness. They wanted to fight with arms in hand for So¬ 
cialism. They lost the sturggle because the Social-Democratic party of Austria 
under the leadership of tho ** Austro-Marxist®, Otto Bauer, dominated tho unions 
for years with a program that vacillated between reform and revolution. Tho 
result was that it was impossible to convert the party and unions into revolu¬ 
tionary fighting organizations overnights after following a policy of parliamen¬ 
tary reform thruout the history of the Austrian republic. The beautiful union 
housing projbocts, the cooperatives, and benefits, gave way to the 

regimo of the concentration earn. A revolutionary vanguard party with such 
mass support would have turned defeat into victory and her ahs would have gal¬ 
vanized tho Gorman workers into successful action against Hitler. 

In the Spanish War of 1936-1939. the unions were divided between tho social 
democrats and anarcho-syndicalists. In the war against Franco, tho Socialist 
Party of Spain end tho Anarcho-Syndicalists entered a coalition colled tho 
Popular Front. In it also were the Stalinist United Socialist Party and the 
P.O.U.M. This was a coalition with the Basque Catholic Church and tho "demo¬ 
cratic® beurgeoisio of Spain. The social-democratic, anarchist. P.O.U.M., and 
Stalinist leadership in a revolutionary situation fought for bourgeois demo¬ 
cracy instead of Socialism. The workers* militia, the collectivized farms, tho 
factory committees were abolished step by step in order to rebuild a bourgeois 
army; and wipo out the dual power of tho workers. Any revolutionary agitation 
was suppressed and declared illegal. Anyone caught was arrested and subject to 
tho death sentence. Only a revolutionary vanguard party loading tho organs of 
workers* control along the path of independent political, economic and military 
action against tho peoples* front and Franco c^uld have stompod the abolition 
of dual ’power and won tho war for Socialism. A revolutionary victory in Spain 
would havo swept all Suropo onto the path of revolution, even in Stalin*s Russia. 

Many more examples could be given to show how decisive tho role of a revol¬ 
utionary party is compared to that of unions of any ty^e which workers nay form. 
Vo do not mean that unirns are of no importance. They are. Tho revolutionaries 

must work insiclo them with tho aim of winning the wokkers to revolutionary soc¬ 

ialism, Generally, however, the pro-cnlitnlist tr*de unions will ronnin so until 
tho ovo’of revolution. It is not excluded that some unirns may becono anti-cap¬ 
italist, tut to over-estimate the role of the union in relation to tho rolo of 
the party, in tho mistaken belief that a Stalinist typo rf dictatorship will bo 
avoided by that method, is a grave error. The root cf Stalinism is tho stalili- 

zaticn of world cnpitalsn, and its restoration in Russia as a result of tho tem¬ 

porary victory of capitalism over world revolution. The root of Stalinism is 
to bo looked for in world economy, not in the mechanics of organization structure 
of party and unions. Stalinism retains "Socialist 0 f^rns of organization struc¬ 
ture in tho oconrny; in the unions, and in its party; but as a result of the re¬ 
storation of capitalist policy within tho«*o structures, the revolutionary rolo 
of tho party, which is the guardian of the organs of workers’ control, was wiped 
cut. In other words, the re—establishment of capitalism in Russia led to the 
abolition of tho revolutionary party. The revolutionary vanguard 'party did not 
load to Stalinism, thotis. capitalism, in Russia. Rather, Stalinism load to 
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the abolition of the revolutionary vanguard party, that is, the program, the 
ideology of revolutionary internationalism. Quoting from party history to prove 
that in Lenin*e time, the party committed burocratic acts against the unions, 
is not sufficient to prove that Stalinism flowed from leninism. To prove that 
stalinism flows from leninism, it is necessary first to prove that the leninist 
program of world revolution is the same as the stalinist program of socialism 
in one country, actually a program of socialism In no court try. Secondly, it is 
necessary to prove that the leninist program of turning imperialist war into 
civil war is the same as the stalinist program of supporting and waging imperial¬ 
ist war. Thirdly, it is necessary to prove that the leninist progr, m to smash 
the capitalist state is the same as the stalinist program to take over the capi¬ 
talist state. Fourth, it is necessary to prove that the leninist policy of self- 
determination of the working class in each couhtry is the same.as the stalinist 
policy of oppression of the working class in the satellite countries. We are 
confident that the reactionary formula, n leninism equalB stalinism", in time, 
will "be abandoned "by the comrades. If not, you will he conpelled to falsify 
history to prove the impossible. 

Regarding the development of party and unions in the U.S., this will he 
profoundly affected by the coming war between the Russian imperialist bloc and 
the American imperialist bloc. The crisis of U.S. capitalism in the face of 
rival Russian imperialism, is developing eA a much faster rate than the class- 
consciousness of the workers. Should a revolutionary situation arise out of the * 
war, the unions would reflect the whole past lag in the workers 1 consciousness* 

We also must take into account that the South is still comparatively backward 
industrially. Hot even the conservative unions have taken hold there. This 
uneven development of the country, will moat probably prevent the development 
of revolutionary industrial unions, and therefore realistic revolutionaries 
must place more importance on the leading role of a revolutionary party in build¬ 
ing the organs of workers* control as the embryo of a Workers* State in this 
country. 

At this point we wish to analyze the text of the resolution. No, 6 of the 
resolution is a masterpiece of confusion* It says: 2nd and 3rd sentenoe; n Other 
working class organizations, political, fraternal, cultural, etc., may have a 
useful role to play and accordingly Socialists may work to build them; but the 
basic role in the struggle for socialism is reserved for the unions. The suc¬ 
cess or failure of the Socialist movement hinges on the degree to which it pene¬ 
trates the unione 11 . If socialists may work to build other political parties, 
the only kind that they may conceivably build is a labor party. This leaves 
the road wide open to Trotskyist opportunism. Further, if the basic role in 
the struggle for socialism is reserved for unions, why encourage activities by 
socialists in less- basic working class organizations, such as politic^* frater¬ 
nal, cultural, etc. That is defeating the very purpose of socialism via unions. 
Again, if the basic role in the struggle for socialism is reserved for the unione, 
it is not necessary to have a party of socialism. The L.5.L. would be better 
off if it dissolved its group into the unions without delay. Further on, the 
last sentence of point 6 directly contradicts the preceding sentence. The pre¬ 
ceding sentence assigns the basic role in the struggle for socialism to unions. 
The final sentence in No, 6 says, “The success of failure of the socialist 
movement hinges on the degree to which it penetrates the unions." In other 
words, the preceding sentence gives the leading role to unions, and the final 
sentence gives the leading role to a party of socialism. 

No. 7, following the same zig-zag line, contradicts the last sentence of No. 
6. It says; "Besides providing the power for abolishing capitalism, the unions 
are destined to become the organs of government of the new society. In no other 
way can the slogan "workers* control" be tranllated into reality* The victor¬ 
ious working class must use the unions as its instrument for debating, determin¬ 
ing and finally, executing its policies in order that the following necessary 


necessary activice nay 'be carried oni (l) To maintain and coordinateproduction 
and distribution;(2) T<“ naintainclvilized order; (3) To defeat tho resistance of 
anti-worlcor elements. n The l.S.L. c*n ! t make up its mind whether the unions 
should play the loading role or whether the party should play tho leading rolo* 
Earlier in this article the fate of the organs of workers 1 control in the absence 
of tho leadership of a revolutionary party was dealt with. Let us add, since 
unions can only function in the economic sphere of the class struggle they can 
never express nor carry out the complete program of socialism. That is tho task 
of the party which pulls all tho parts of the class struggle together for tho 
assault on world capitalism. The party is the instrument thru which the inter¬ 
national revolution will bring to the fore the united power of tho working class. 

No* 8 confronts us with another zig-zag. The l^st sentence, which ends the 
resolution states! "The L.S.L, does wont the the complete abolition of all forms 
of exploitation, not a mere change in the personnel of exploiters, henco it pro¬ 
poses that the victorious Socialist movement on the day r -f itB victory, turn all 
power ovor to the working clasw which will function thru its own economic organ¬ 
izations—the unions 11 . If the unions are destined to beer me tho organs of govern¬ 
ment in tho now society, ns stated in No, 7* why is it nedessary for a Socialist 
movement to achieve victory in Ho, 8? If the unions are the basic instruments 
in tho strugglo for Socialism, why isn't their role basic in the Socialist vic¬ 
tory? Why must there bo a Socialist "elite" to turn over power to tho unions that 
were destined for power in the first place? 

Tho IuS.Lt's incorrect concept of the role of the party and the rolo of tho 
unions loaves tho road wide open to a Stalinist type of state. The correct con« 
cent is that tho victory of the party of Socialism is the sane as tho victory of 
the workers* The party of Socialism does not ’’hand over power 11 to tho workers, 
because it is tho power of the workers. It embodies the whole of tho socialist 
aspirations of the workers In theory *nd action. The unions only embody linitod 
economic aims,. Tho principles, program, and party of socialism represents the 
crnploto aim of workers 1 control, i.e, t the establishment of a workors 1 govern¬ 
ment—a Workors 1 State—the dictatorship of the proletariat. 

Unless the L,S,L* re-evaluates its unclear position onthe rolo of tho party 
and tho rolo of the unions, it will lose in the ideological struggle to anarchism 
and anarcho-syndicalism, and to tbhe American representatives of P.0«U*M. oppor¬ 
tunism* The latter have already split your organization. 

Wo hopo with mutual discussion and class struggle activity tho L,S*L* will 
finally take a revolutionary stand on this and other questions, and thus be able 
to hold its ranks. 

"THE INTERN ATIONALIST n 
P.0, Box 44, Bronx 60, N.Y,C*, 1T*Y, 

Note; In vi.w of contemplated revisions in tho resolution, further criticism will 
be mado in the near future. 
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’‘The L*S.L* does want the complete abolition, of all forms of exploitation, not a 
mere change in. the personnel of exploiters, hence it proposes that the victorious 
Socialist movement on the day of its victory turn all power over to the working 
class v/hioh will function thru its own economic organizations—the unions 0 • The 
above is ihe final sentence of the resolution,•* The L.S.L* national Conference of 
Dec. 1952, voted to.accept the resolution with the amendment of the above quotation 
and for the rewriting of : the-whole resolution.- Nothing has boon amonded or re¬ 
written, The instructions of tho conference have not as yet been carried out. 

Since tho revisions have not been made, wo continue cur criticism on tho basis of 
tho original resolution, -because it reveals tho false and contradictory ideas of 
tho L.S.L.| which no amount of patching up can hide. 

0HW3LL, AIIAHCEISM and "1984” 

The final.paragraf of the resolution, paragraf no, 8, next to tho last son- 
tonco saysl n Thc LSL wants no ”1984”, hence it dcclaros war against tho public cor- 
porations, state ownership, so-called workers 1 and farmers 1 govornmonts ajid soviets 
on tho Hussion plan.” . • . 

“1934” was written by Ocorgo Orw.oll, English v/ritor and anarchist. ”1984” 
was written from the viewpoint of cnarc_:isn f which opposes all government. Tho 
substance of tho book was distilled from Orwell’s experience with Stalinism in the 
Spanish War* of 193&-39* his experience with the British Labor Party vaJioty of 
”socialism”, the historic experience with ITazism, fascism, pussicn Stalinism, all 
as part of tlio development on a world scale of totalitarianism or stele—cattail sm. 

His purpose was to show in an English setting, tho tragic fato of tho individual 
and tho weftking class resulting from a victorious revolution that establishes a 
STAT'D to. govom tho new society. . ... 

Paragraf no; 7 of the resolution, first sentence* stales** *”3o sides providing 
tho power for abolishing capitalism, the unions aro destined to becomo tho organs 
of government of the now socioty”. A government is a STAT3. If it is e,'proletarian 
revolutionary gcvcrnmont, it is a cocrcivo instrument against tho bourgeoisie. 

”1084” condomns tho idea of ”powor”, "government", ” statisn” #• The LSL according to 
its own statement is in favor of the unions as the organs of government of tho new 
.society.- Therefore it is in favor of a STATE, a “trade union” STATE*- Consequently, 
to refer to ”1984”, in tho hope there never will bo such a future condition of so¬ 
ciety, while advocating unions as the organs of government of the now society, is a 
basic contradiction. Further, dragging in ”1934”, contradicts tho program of the 
LSL ex amended by tho ITati'nal Conference of Dec. 1952. ITo, 5 of iho program states 
next to last sentencej•• .“Thus, until tho workers 1 power is secure, and a classless 
society is established, a cocrcivo power diroctcd against the bourgeoisie must exist.” 
ITo, 9 of tho.program states, last scntcnco, “STith. tho passing of political, power to 
tho working class, the.economic organizations of tho working class bocomo tho organs 
of government of the new society”. That is exactly what ”1934” is opposed to. It 
is opposed to POLITICAL P0VGH.. It is therefore ridiculous to refer to ”1984” when 
the .LSL follows 0 . line which loads to tho world that ”1984” abhors. George Orwell 
supported IMPERIALIST VAR 11, and therefore became a supporter of capitalist poli¬ 
tical power, government, and authority. 

On this as on ether major, questions, the LSL zig-zags between revolutionary 
marxism and anarchism. 

”Public Corporations & State Ownership" 

Tho sentence beginning v/ith f “The LSL wants nr ”1984”, continues, "honcc it 
declares war against the public corporations”. This is correct. But tho scntcnco 
continues; “stale ownership”, that is', tho LSL declares war against state ownership 
too* This la.st is an anarchist formal at ion, in that no class distinction is mndo 
botv/ccn Workers* State ownership and Capitdist Stato ownership. V2 aro in favor of 
tho former, against tho latter. . 

"Workers* & F armor s’ Governments” 

In tho next clrsuse of the sane sontoncc, tho LSL declaims war against;”, ..so- 
called v/orlcors* and formers 1 governments" • A workers* and Farmers* government is 
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tho result cf'm electoral victory of the political ana of capitalist trodo miens, 
, a labor norty, in. which it is given tho mandate to administer tho erg?itrl 1st^ state, 
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where 

parties have always "been social democratic, it may 00 aumvy 111 a singij 
labor party* between the capitalist trade unions and bourgeois liberalism * X s in 
tho 3ritish Isles* The a.grnrian economy has/ very little weight in t-ia.t country 
rnd therefore no independent .agrarian movement exists* It mry.tr.ko tho form of the 
. French peoples 1 front gevernnont of Leon 31um in 1936* or the form of a Blun-Cachla 
government theoretically, advocated by the Trotskyists. It may also be as the 
Spanish pooplos 1 front government of 1936-39* 

Whatever political form "workers', and farmers 1 governments" toko, they remain 
pro-cqpitolist and anti-working class* It becomes a political'force under throe, 
main conditions: (l) when tho discussionand meaning of socialism creates a. fer¬ 
ment in tho working class as a rosult of nn oconomic doprossion; ( 2 ) when the work¬ 
ers become conscious of thonsolvos a.s a class as a result rf failure to got re¬ 
forms of capitalism thru the classic bourgeois political parties; ( 3 ) whoa tho 
.workers want to overthrow capitalism as a. result <1 •war-weariness and aro misguided 
in electing to office capitalist trad.o• union loaders* under the illusion such a 
government would establish socialism. Thus such a. government succeeds in staving 
off workers * revolution in the absence of a mass supported revolutionary nnrxist 
: party. = • # 

Tho LSL resolution is correct in opposing a. "workers* aid farmers" government*,? 
Its opposition, however, is fcoblo and contradictory* This is revealed in the prg- f. 
gran of the LSI* ITo, 7 of tho Program, next to last sontonco, soys* "Our attitude 1 
toward cay labor party established would depend cn the prospects it presents for l 
winning its members to socialism". Tho "socialism" of all labor panics is niece- f 
moal reform, waich tho LSL opposos in Ik,. 6 of its pregram* Labor parties initiate 
or support Capitalist state nationalisation, which we assume, the LSL opposes. ,f * 
labor parties support *tho D-ro faced robbery cf tho workers by its ocononic nastd 
in. Vo atom Crpitali.ri', which the LSI-opposes in ITo. 1 of its picgrcn. Labor par¬ 
ties support Imperialist war and capitalist war occncny, which tho LSL clones in 
Ic. 2 and I.o, 3 of its program Labor pa tlos oppose tho struggle of tho* colonial 

fr ^ ’ T ° S3 ' Hr; 3 rf th0 «* tto LSL supports those 

% h* * national patriotism against the intornattonal so- . 

0 !ik 0 lf' rki ? S + u laSS V- iT ''‘ 3 Cf th0 1,1,0of th0 LSL shorts tho intor- 
nationrl solidarity rf tho working class against national patridtlsn. There can ho 

only one at.tltudo toward a labor party, if tho LSL is not to follow tho path of 
Tro.skylsu■ of tho Cannon or Schactnrx variety. It nust consistently oppose a Labor 
Party, beta ideologically and organizationally. That nouns it nust ouposo "Labor" ' 
end socialist Candidates, telling the workers that a vrto for those candidates 
as v/oll as for tho classic capitalist party candidates is a vote for the continued J 
pxistonco of capitalism and. all it* works. All the capitalist masters wmt yru tc 
do is vote* rnd thus by that act rocognizc the valiclit rf bourgeois society. Only 
cXl ICTOLUTIorAgr..K;»HXlST PARTY. TEICK MUST 33 BUILD * is a vote against 

capitalism* In the building of such a party, parallel with earning the voico r f 
Revolutionary harxisn into tho uhlans rn a class struggle basis* is the correct •* 
policy as opposed tr an attitude "determined by tho prospects a labor part v pres¬ 
ents for winning its* members to socialism". Unless"an indooendont rovoMtionary 
party is build, a labor party will vi n tho workers tr "state socialism" (national¬ 
ization of property by a capitalist stato-stato capitalism). 

The Singlo Party Idoa 

, Farther, tho "Unionism and Socialism" resolution is in direct conflict with 
the Program of the LSL* Section Ik, $ o f the Program definos and .condoms reform¬ 
ism* bolshevism* and sectarianism. In defining brlshovism, it condemns it fer hold¬ 
ing to tho "single party idea". This ig the same as saying that bolshevism is "to¬ 
talitarian"# Yet the "Socialism and Unionism" resolution is opposod to the rulo of 
many parties* or to tho rule of two or noro rrrties under capitalism* Is. not tho 
resolution oppo sod to a "workers* and Fa.rmors 1 government 1 ! • Of course it is. Is net 




tho Progran against "the single party idea 0 . It dcrtninly is. Vo c.an therefore 
conclude that tho LSL is against tho rule of a coalition under capitalism, and for 
coalition in a victorious socialist revolution (for that 1 s what boingi against tho 
ff sigglo party idea” means). This is tho .dilorma the LSL cannot resolve. Tho whole 
idea of oviposit ion to .coalition (workers* and farmers 1 government) is to prevent 
coiprenising the interests cf tho workers, with-the cnery class,’and thereby clear 
tho road for the independent revolutionary' class party to lead the struggle for a 
victorious socialist revolution. -Certainly, then, coalition under workers* rule 
with the compromisers of tho enemy class -would bo iclirtic when the workers need a 
coorcivo power of their own to--prevent tho _b rurgcoisiQ-.frcn,rQst6rinm-Canitalist-ral 
The Spanish bar of 193^-39 -finally proved that the reformist end psoude-revr— 
lutienrry organizations within the working class were historically reactionary. 

It proved conclusively that tho rule of nahy * revolutionary? parties under workers* 
rule is a. political dr can. In a situation which demanded tho establishment of wor¬ 
kers* rule as the only, road to followin order to .defoot' Franco. Fascism,' anarcho- 
syndicalism, social-democracy, stalinisn, tho POOH, supported capitalism by joining 
tho cuiti-Franco Capitalist parties in the Peoples* Front, a. coalition government. 

The Trotslyists supported the coalition with material aid and Apolitical criticism^, 
Tiic Peoples* Front, policy lead to tho victory cf Spanish fascism. Only the workers 
cf Barcelona imd the ’’Friends of P’orutti”, in the Kay, 1937 uprising a.wckc to tho 
noed of Socialist revolution. The anarcho-syndicalists, the social—donocrats, tho 
stalinists, tho POUK, aro responsible f^r tho suppression of the revolt. Our LLFT- 
.COl-uUITIST comrades wero run out of Barcelona by’tho gun-men of the anarcho-syndi¬ 
calist burocrany for advocating tho defeat of both capitalist forces, tho peoples* 
front and fascism, and tho establishment of V035GRS’ HULL thru the leadership of a 
ravclutipnary narxist party. If tho revolutionary narxists iiad boon a.blc to win tho 
workers to tho cnly policy that'could lead to Socialist revolution, do tho comrades 
of the LSL think that n Workers* Democracy! 1 would bo established bj? sharing x>owor 
'with tho reformists and pseddo-revolutionary organizations, -all of whan opposod the 
socialist revolution? Tho victorious socialist revolution would bo smashed by tho 
capitalist - Counter-revolution. Would the revolutionary government , party,' and 
soviets permit tho legal existence cf those organizations? That is a, tactical ques¬ 
tion, tho answer to which is; ’’YDS”, If tho political and economic situation nf the 
proletarian dictatorship is stable enough to make tho offorts of those organizations 
to overthrow tho revolution hopeless. 


Tho LSL is obsessed with a moral concopt which xjrcvcnts it from understanding 
that in tho struggle cf classes, thorc is the struggle cf parties, and in this * 

struggle tho party which is Marxist, and cm win the wcrko-"s,irill win-tho revolution, 
and it vri.ll bo the victorious party, tho only form that the complete o:nrossicn of 
tho rovolutionrry platform and idorlrgy can trice. 

Ingles wrote the fallowing in a p- lcr.ic against tho anarchists* This writer / 
thinks it applicable to the LSL. n Eavo those gontlcmenh ever seen a. rofclution? if 
Revolution is undc'ubtodly tho rrst authoritative thing, possible.. It is an act. in V 

which ono section of tho population imposes its will on tho other by morns cf rif- l|g 

los, bayonets, cannon, i.c., by highly autharibhtivc means, and tho victorious 
party is inevitably forced U maintain its supremacy by moans cf that fear which 
its arms inspire in the reactionaries”. Dngils (from -a polemic published in 18?3 
in an Italian Socialist pubiicati'n, translated into G-oman in n 1913-ond published 
in ITcuq Zoit. • . * - 

”Soviets on tho Russian Plan” \ ■ • ■ ; • 

Tho same sentence in the n Socialism and Unionism” resolution, wliioh. opposes 
vrerkors* and Farmers* govomr.icn.ts, para^raf 8, nest to final sentence, also opposes.. 
n scvicty on the Russian plan” • Anyone unfamiliar with tho hisfctry of tho Russian 
sovicty would.’ think, re-ding this part of the resolution,. that H * soviet s on the 
Russian plan 0 , rnd v;c add, the Russian trade unions as well, were always stalinist- 
Kalcnkovist. tthen stated in tho manner of the resolution, it is too abstract, and 
leaves the irrprossion that the soviots, and we add, the unions, had no p,ast devel¬ 
opment differentiating then fmn the pseudo-soviets and pseudo-unions of the stalin- 
ist-nalonlcovist regime. Soviets and unions existed under the Czar, tho Kerensky 
government, and unfer the revolutionary regime of Lenin end Trot sly • ^n the polit ibci 
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" conditions existing under each regime, the soviets and unions played a role. Sov- 
lots and unions as revolutionaries have always ■understood the torus* do not exist 
in Russia today. Since the proletarian dictatorship in Sussia has ceased to exist 
the soviets and unions as they are in Russia now are no longer organs of workers’ 
"'control. Shore is no link, therefore, between the soviets and unions under Lenin, 

" in tho senso of thoir revolutionary class role, and the STATE-CAP IT.AiD I ST role of 
the present-day fake soviets and unions. If there is a link* it is tho link of the 
srurdcror to tho murdered, of the counter-involution against chrc revolution. 

; * Thirty-four years ago, . Eugueno Victor DEBS had. a .noro correct view than tho 
' LSL does mrfri “Lenin and Trotsky were the men of the hour and under thoir fearless, 
incorruptible and uncompromising leadership tho Russian proletariat has held the 
fort against tho combined assaults of all the ruling class powers on earth*. (E.7, 
ITohsj “Tho Day of tho People*. Tho Class Struggle, Fob 1919*?»I*)« Elsewhere ho 
wrote* “The Red Russian Republic, the monumental achievement of the ages end the 
* crowning glory of cur century, under tho superb and insetting leadership of-Lenin, 
-Trotsly end thoir.equally high-soulcd and lionGhcartcd compatriots, is battling 
bravely, immortally, against . the autocracy* of all tho empires of. imperialism for 
tho emancipation of all thp pcoplo of tho world*. (Dobs, The Liberator, Doc. 1922) . 

- Lenin, in his final moss ago to the Communist Party of tho Soviet Union wrote: 

“I propose to tho comrades to find a way to remove Stalin from that position and 
appoint rnoihcrman who in all rospccts differs from Stalin only in spucriority: 
nnnoly more tolerant, more loyal, more civil and more considerate to comrades. 

(Lenin* s Tost ament). This was a declaration of war against Stalinism b£ Lohin, It J 
vrcvs a directive, to Trotsky and the left-opposition to remove tho heart of the Stal- ‘ 
inist cancer from tho position of genoral-socretary- of the party. Trotsky* mistake-' 
cnly bolieving compromise was possible, not seeing the full significance of the un- Z 
folding counter-revolution, did not in ..tho beginning carry out Lenin's directive, 
whon Max Dustman publishod Lenin*s Testament in his book; "Since Lenin Died 11 in 1925 > 
Trot sly donouncod Max E-stman. ITinc years later, long after tho left-one os it ior. wrJ ’ 
cxpollod from the stalinizcd Communist International, Tret sty wrote in aTlotter to 
Muralov: ly then statement on Eastman can be'understood only as an integral part 
nZJ$* ^ T lln ° Jowand conciliation and peace-making". (Tho ITcv/ International, ITov. 

^ ^nin's pcllcjr Of no compromise with Stalinism been carried out, tho 
political fiction that Leninism leads to Stalinism would-die the death it deserves.--" 
• Lonin and tho Loft-Opposition v-oro for workers’ participation in tho operation 
and management of industry and tho Stato thru tho mothods cf workers' control as 
opposed to eurocratic methods of appointments otc. pursudd by the Stalinist burocracy, 
Lonin, hiisclf, was awaro of insufficient representation cf- the toilers in management 
of industry end tho Stato. He wrote: "The Soviet apparatus in words is accessible 
to toilers, in reality it is far from being sc, ..Up to now wo have not reached-* 
tho point whero the tailing masses can participate in the management*• (Lenin, . 
collected works,* vol xvi). further: "To straggle aganst the burocracy to tho final 
fictcry Hill bo possible only when the’entire population will participate in tho. 
work of management". (ibid). • , • ’ * .‘ £ ' • ^ 

The policy of Stalinism was the opposite. It*took the road )f State-capitalism, 
the read of counter-revolution. In Septombor 1929, it' made. an iro^i 'fdrmula./its 
forcible abolition cf workers’ control of production.Soviet Union Qonnunists must 
help io establish order and discipline in the factory. Members of tho Communist 
Bertyj union ronros 6 rttativcs. shoo committees , are instructed not to interfere in 
QUESTIONS OP MAI&GIMEITT" . Decision cf the Central Committee of the C.P*S.; Freiheit, 
Sep 9, 1929). \ 

In contrast the Stalinlst-Malcnkovist abolition *f workers' control, the 
first Russian Trade Union Congress of 1918 declared that the trade-unions ns class 
organizations of the proletariat have to undertake tho organization of production. 

Tho resolution of this Congress directed tho workers ;r to participate most energeti¬ 
cally in all the administrative departments of production, to‘organize tho labor 
loards of control, the registration and distribution of labor, and the oxchaigo of 
labor between tho village and the city; to fight against sabotage and establish 
conplotc labor cooperation and discipline." 
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At the Eighth Congress of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union in 1919* the 
resolution on Trade Union policy writ ton by Lenin, stated: n Thc crgenizating appar¬ 
atus of national industry nust'eo based primarily on the trade unions. In harmony 
With the existing laws of the Sevoit Republics'and established practice the noobors 
of the local and central organs of the management of industry and the trade unions 
must'get into their own hands the actual'centralized management of the economic 
liic,^as vS single economic unit. The trade unions, must in. the largest measure per¬ 
suade the toiling masses to participate immediately in the administration of, econ¬ 
omics." ’ ' . • , • . ... ; . 

'■'** Lenin* s ' him Vas more' and more workers 1 "control.' The problem agitating the 
“loaders and rank-and-file of that period was'",tho rrlo cf trade unions in a workers' 
■'•'state; their relationship to the workers* government; and their, relationship to tho 
then .revolutionary Communist Party cf tho Soviet Union. Lenin, opposed Tret sky* s 
theory of merging tho trade unions with tho government. Ho arguod;. “The most sens¬ 
ible thing just now in relation tfa this "merging” is to bo silent. Why? /Because 
actually wo have, alro 'ay done the merging. Vo havo not a single provincial soviet 
of'national' economy, an important branch cf the Supremo Soviet of ITatipnal Economy, 
or tho Commissariat of. Transportation, whore there is not practical merging. .But _ 
are tho results completely satisfactory! There* s the rub. dte havo.as,yct not ther- 
cly assimilated tho* sun total of our experience. Thorcfrrc, the sensible deportment 
in regard to'this question of merging is: silence.” (Lenin, colloctccl works, vol26) 

.• Trotsky maintained that trade unions under a workers* government did not havo 
to' defend the interests of the'workers in the same sense as thoy do nndor capitalism. 
Lenin roulied: "Ours is a workers* government with a burceratic twist* Our present 
government is such that the proletariat, organised to the last man, must protect\ ' 
itself against it. -And wo must use the workers' organisations for tho protection 

of tho woikcrs against thoir grvornnent”. (ibid). 

• Eurthor: ”Tho trade unions must assume responsibility for tho protection cf ' ‘ 
the* interests of tho workers, holp as much as jjossible to improve thoir material con¬ 
dition, continually correct the mistakes and'excesses of tho administrative depart¬ 
ment's in so.far as thoy aro the result of burocratic-perversion cf the government 
annaratus. Under no circumstance is it advisable to demand of tho trade union mem¬ 
bers a specific political viewpoint. In this matter just as^on the question of re¬ 
ligion the trade" unions must bo non-partisan. 1 In a proletarian state the trade 
union mentors should only bo asked to understand comradely discipline end the ab- 
solutc need 6£ a united labor power for the protection cf the interests of tho 
toilers.” (Lenin, cclloctcd wokks, vol. 27). 

On the other hand, Lenin opposed tho "Workers* Opposition”. Lenin* s position 
was that the policy cf tho "Workers Opposition” was a complete break with Communism 
. and tho adoption cf anarche-syndicalism since tho Opposition held that the. dicta.tor- 
shi^) of the proletariat must bo onersized by tho tr-do unions. Since nine-tenths 
of the trade union members were net Communists, tho substitution cf the trader unions 
for tho party in the exorcise of workers* rale, Lenin held, endangered the rcrliki- 
ticn* Lenin*s_position was correct. • 

Eoiravor, Lensky, Reliantal, Shliapnikov, their compatriots, and Bucliarin who 
advanced s inilar # a£gunents were’ no t nnarcho-syndicali st s. Thoy wore BOLSHEVIKS • 

They wished tc B3F0BM the Bolshevik rank's. To appropriate thoir platform in on 
attempt to prove that Lenin v.'p.s the "father of Kalonkov and Stalin the Holy Ghost”, 
is to twist history a littlo too much.- 

The Labor Opposition Vscd itself on tho3olshcvik plat ofrn ” on 'trade union '* 
management of industry" .* They differed with Lenin on hew to apply the plniffim, 

Tho Opposition wanted a reorganization in'the rarks of tho Conmunist Party. Its “ 
aim on the questions of government, party, and unions, was tc got rid of all non- ' 
proletarians and peasants who became members of tho party after tho middle of 1918; 
tho preponderant majority of government posts tc bo operated by workers v/hO' have 
• not given up physical labor. To put tooth into that proposal, tho "Labor Opposition” 
donanded that' every member cf the Party work’ at physical labor for a nininum cf 
three months each year, in tho factories, or in tho iron oro and coni nines. ‘In 
addition they demanded that in the throe month work period the party nenbor bo re¬ 
quired to live under the sane conditions as all ether workers in, the industry. • V % - 
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The Opposition 0 felt these requirements would keep non-proletarian functionar¬ 
ies fcid administrators in contact with the rank-and-file. . . . 

, < • Soviets 

As far as the Soviets arc conccrcnd, it is extreme political vulgarism to pose 
the question in the form of opposition to "Soviets on the Russian plan”, Thoro-.are 
no n soviets on the Russian plan n and there never were. 

The Sovoit October Revolution of 1917 in Russia was the continuation of the 
- rcvcliitioncry ideology' of the ^aris Commune of March 1871. What was the nature and 
function of the Cenmuno? Karl Marx answers the question of the nature of the Conn- 
uno: °Thc direct antithesis of the Empire was tho Commune. It was the positive form 
of a republic that was not only to supersede the monarchical form of class rule, 
hut class ruio itself”. (Tho Civil War in Prance”) 

Further, Marx explains its function: °Thc first decree of the Connhne....was • 
tho suppression of the standing army end tho substitution for it of the armed people 
(ibid)* Furthermore: "Tho Commune was formed of municipal councillors* chosen by 
universal suffrage in various wards of the town, responsible and revocable at short 
terns. The majority of its nonbors were naturally : worising non, or acknowledged 
representatives of the v/orking class. Instead of continuing to be the agent of" 
the Central Government, tho police was at cnee stripped of its political attributes 
and turned into the responsible and at all tines revocable. ogent of tho Commune. . . 
So wore the officials of all other branches of the Administration. Ffon tho nonbors 
of tho Connuno downwards ,• the public service had to be done at wo rheum* s wages. 

Tho vostod interests and tho representation allowances of the high dignitaries of 
stato disappeared along with the high dignitaries themselves I.. 

Having once got rid of the standing army and tho police, the physical forco 
elements of tho old'government, the Commune was anxious to break the spiritual ’ 
foroo of repression, the "parson power 0 ... The judicial functionaries'wore to be 
divested of their sham independence.. .Like tho rest of public servants, negistrates 
and judges v/oro to bo cloctivc, responsible and rcvocaolo." (ibid) . : 

1/hat is tho nature and function of Sovoits? The Sovfcdt is a form of workers 1 
..representation in a pre-revolutionary, and revolutionary situation. After a succcs- 
ful proletarian revolution the Sovoit becomes the form of government of the working 
class. * 1 

Hovr is a Soviet formed? "Instead cf 'electing non at th 9 polls, they aro olec- 
tod in tho shops and unions; for example, every 500 workers * in a munitions factory 
elects^. a dclcgato, as do the clothing ships, the brickyards, glass works, and all 
the other industries in that city. Tho different unions do likewise. Tho regi- 
nonts of soldiers and sailors also oloct their delegates; likewise the teachers 
tho clerks, and tho engineers who aro organized 0 , (The Bolsheviks and tho Soviets 0 
by Albert Rhys Will ions 0 -1919) \ 

■ ‘that is the function of tho Soviet? The Soviet, arising from a group (shop', 
or uhion), moots regularly .and electing its delegates, creates a natural unity of 
tho workers. Their delegates aro minors who know mines; machinists who know' mach¬ 
ines^ peasants who knew the land; touchers who know children and education. The 
Soviets nusttransact business, in its local and national assemblies on varied prob¬ 
lems, suchas war, poaco, land, comncrco, otc. Always with the class interests of, 
the toiling workers and peasants in mind. If a delegate or delegates'ignore the 
interests of tho workers and peasants, tho Soveit can immediately recall then and 
cloct now delegates to tako their place. T.hc salary of delegates and functionaries 
appointed by. then must not bo more than that of tho average worker* Tho Soviet . 
thus a,cts to provent tho riso cf a burocrucy. (Lenin received $60 a month. He . . 
would have rcccivod $10 extra for -every non-earning member of the 'family, ."but his 
wife 1 was working in the Depart men t of Sducation. Trot sly had a wife and two chil¬ 
dren, therefore ho get $90 a month). The Soviets, with the unions, exert workers* 
control^ -According to Trotsky, workers' control means the following* n I mean by 

control, that wo will see to it that the factory is run not from tho point of view 

of private profit, but from the point of view of social welfaro... For example, wo 

will not allow the capitalist to shut up his factory in order,to starve his work- 
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non into submission, bocnaso it is not yielding him a prof it. If it is turning 
out economically a noodod product, it must bo kept running. If the capitalist givos 
it up, ho yill lose it altogether for a board of directors chosen by the i/orkncn 
will be put in charge. 

Again, ^control" implies that the books and correspondence of the concern 
will bo open to the public, so that henceforth there will be no industrial socrots. 
If this concern hits on a better process or dovico, it will be given to other con¬ 
cerns in the same branch of industry. Thus the public will promptly realize the 
utmost possible benefit fron the find." (Rron an interview with Trotsky by Profoss- 
or E.A. Ross of Wisconsin University. 

It is bovious, therefore, that the nature and function of soviets was never 
according to a Russian plan, but tho international characteristic of the conscious*- 
state of the struggle of tho working class nginst tho world bourgeoisie* It docs 
not nattor whether the dual power of tho working class is called workers* councils, 
factory connittoos, or soviets, sc long as tho class strugglo and internationalist, 
character of theso organs of workers* control is rctainod. 

Conclusion . t 

In his tino, oven Morris Hillquit, right wing Socialist leader, was more 
advanced in his thinking than tho Libertarian Socialist League is today. 

He wrote: "The Russian Revolution has taken possession cf tho government in 
the nano of tho workers. It has effectively expropriated private capitalist own¬ 
ers and has nationalized the greater part of the industries. It has also Litton 
into its program tho socialization of the land. Measured by all practicnl^tosts 
it is therefore a Socialist revolution in character as well as intent". "Rron 
Marx to Lonin" by Morris Hillquit—1921» page 3^» 
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